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95 RIVER STREET
MILFORD, CONNECTICUT 06460

March 31, 1967

The Hon. Howard S. Ives

State Highway Commissioner
Connecticut State Highway Department
Wethersfield, Connecticut

Dear Sir:

In accordance with Paragraph 6 of our contract dated November 21, 1966 for
engineering services, we are pleased to submit route selection studies and
report in connection with the Connecticut River ecrossing of the proposed
relocation of Route 6-A including approaches in Middletown and Portland.
The investigation and study are made in accordance with the first sentence,
Bection 2 of the Special Act 266 of the 1965 Special Session of the Ceneral
Agsembly.

Several meetings were held with members of the State Highway Planning Division,
the Director of Midstate Regional Planning Ageney and members of the Middlesex
Bridge and Planning Authority to determine the northern-most and southern-most
boundries of the traffic corridor. It was decided to make Iine B the southern-
most route and Iine C the northern-most route in the study.

To formulate the report we utilized 300' to the inch prints of amerial photog-

raphy made in March of 1965 for use of State agencies. We also used contour

data of the current available U.S.G.S. maps of the area. The Highway Department
furpished "Two Way Average Daily Traffic of Crossings of Connecticut River in State
of Connecticut” and the "Projected Two Way Average Daily Traffic for Year 2000".

We endeavored at the outset to find the most obvious route that would have the
minimm R.O0.W, impact, to provide an economical river crossing, would give
reasonable traffic service to the main business section of Middletown, and

brovide a route in the general direction of Meriden and Willimantic (the nearest
cities on the U.S. Federal Aid Route 6A}. Several lines were studied and compared
for the length of the river from Bodkin Rock to the narrows to determine feasible
crossing locations from engineering, economiec and esthetic standpoints.

Line A in this report begins at the north end of Pameacha Pond, crosses
South Main Street, thence northeast over Main Street Extension (the ravine from
South Main Street to Main Street Extension would have to be filled in and a
culvert built to take the brook., There are trunk line sewers in this ravine
which would require considerable change). From the intersection of Ridge Road
and Main Street Extension the ITine A (leaves Line C) curves to & southeasterly
direction and continues over East Main Street, Wall Street, Frisbie Street,

Bow Lane, and Route 9 Expressway, thence turns southeasterly entering the
Connecticut Valley State Hospital grounds sbout at Tryon Hill. It then con-
tinues in an easterly direction and converges with Iine B after going over
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Bartholomew Road before reaching Reservoir Brook. Both Lines A and B then
continue in a straight line and cross the Connecticut River Just east of Bodkin
Rock in Portland, thence continues along the south side of Straits Hill, thence
crossing Portland-Cobalt Road (where the Expressway and 17 have a junction) con-
tinuing in an easterly direction south of Jobs Pond.

The cost estimate for Line A was based on an Urban {Residential) Type G, 6 lanes
expandable facility, having an interchange at Route 9 with turning ramps for speeds
up to 70% of the expressway design speed also having structures at the following
locations:

SOUTH MATIN STREET (ROUTE 17)
LONG HILL BROOK
ENCLOSE SUMNER BROOK RAVINE IN TUNNEL
MAIN STREET EXTENSION
EAST MATN STREET
WALL SYTREET
BOW LANE AND DENISON ROAD
TRYON STRERT
ROUTE 9
POND STREAM
BARTHOLOMEW ROAD
RESERVOIR BROOK CULVERT
BOW LANE
INDIAN HILL BROOK
RIVER ROAD
NEW HAVEN RATLROAD
CONNECTICUT RIVER
ROUTE 6A
ROAD
ON ROUTE U.S. 17:
ROUTE US 6A AND ROAD
ROAD
RATITLROAD
CONNECTOR:
BROOK STREET
ROAD
ROAD
Ramps to a reasonable number of local streets and an interchange at Route 6A,
Portland.

Line B in this report begins at Randolph Road (Route 155) and runs in a
northeasterly direction over the Route 9 Expressway, Saybrook Road just north of
1ts intersection with Reservoir Road, thence over Bartholomew Road, then it
converges with Line A previously mentioned and coincides with this Tine A to the
Junction with Route 17 and along the south side of Jobs Pond.

The cost estimate for Line B is for the Class Urban (Residential) Type G, having
an interchange at Route 9 just north of Randolph Road. The turning ramps would

(Continued)
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be for speeds up to 70% of the expressway design speed, also having structures
at the following locations:

RANDOLFIH ROAD

ROUTE 9

ROUTE 9A

RESERVOIR ROAD

BARTHOLOMEW ROAD
The remainder of the line is exactly the same as for Line A.
Ramps to a reasonable number of local streets and an interchange at Route 6A,
Portland.

Line C in this report begins at the north end of Pameacha Pond and coincides
with Tine A to Main Street Extension where Line C leaves Line A and continues in
a northeasterly direction and crosses the Connecticut River at the narrows, con-
tinues over Riverside Avenue and Grove Street, thence easterly about 600" south
of the existing 6A Expressway across Pecausett Pond and Meadows along the north
side of Straits Hill where it has a junction with & proposed relocation of Route
17, thence Line C continues eastward over the Portland-Cobalt Road and south of
Jobs Pond where it coincides with the alignment of Lines A and B.

The cost estimate for Line G was based on an Urban (Residential) Type G, 6 lanes
expandable facility, having an interchange at Route 9 with turning ramps for speeds
up to 70% of the expressway design speed also having structures at the following
locations:

PAMBACHA POND AND AVENUE
SOUTH MAIN STREET (ROUTE 17)
WOODSIDE CIRCLE
ENCLOSE SUMNER BROOK IN CULVERT
MAIN STREET EXTENSION
EAST MAIN STREET
WALNUT AVENUE
ROUTE S
BROCK
ASYIUM STREET
RATTROAD
RIVER ROAD
CONNECTICUT RIVER
RIVERSIDE AVENUE
BROOK CULVERT
GROVE STREET
PECAUSETT POND CULVERT
BROOX CULVERT
ROUTE 6A
ROAD
ON ROUTE 17:
ROAD
6A
RATTROAD
Ramps to a reasonable number of local streets and an interchange at Route 64,
Portland.

Another crossing that would go between the radic tower (WCNX) and Silvermine
Hall (Comnecticut Valley Hospital) in Middletown then cross the Connecticut River
s 8 pertherlv d4rertion and head directly toward Pecausett Pond across the Meadows

e

This line had many demerits such asg requiring a very long river crossing bridge
(much higher cost than other crossings), would reguire a very long trestle

approach on the Portland, the subsurface material is not satisfactory for an
cconomical foundation for a long span bridge since ledge is approximately 165"
below the surface of the ground; also, the subsurface material 1s not satisfactory
from an economical standpoint for piers for the approach trestle on the Portland
side. Furthermore, this line would cross the Connecticut Velley Hospital grounds
in a location which would interfere in a most harmful wey to the hogpital's

planned expansion. Therefore, the line was not studied further.

BRIDGES

The selection of the proper bridge involves consideration of vertical and horizontal
clearances in the river and also the esthetics problem. The arch bridge was se-
lected as the most suitable to meet all the requirementsQ The arch bridge is de-
signed as twin bridges, one twin carrying the four lanes of west bound traffic

and “the other twin carrying the four lanes of traffic east bound. The drawing

shows them separated by only one inch but if preferred they could be separated

to permit the lanes to line up with the resgt of the highway with a median width

of 30°'.

The bridges are designed for H.S3. 20-44 loading in accordance with standard speci-
fications for Highway Bridges of the A.A.S5.H.O. Eighth Edition. The Deck Slab
7-3/4" depth class F concrete composite with floor stringers.

The bridge deck should be constructed at the oubset permitting travel in three
lanes in each direction with the fourth lane and break-down lane constructed
raised and having rumble strips to allow only slow speeds on them for safety.

The suspension bridge as an alternate has been included because for the Iines
A apd B crossing it may be less costly than the proposed arch. The suspension
bridge also could be built as twin suspension bridges with the 80' wide median
for very little additional cost.

Consideration should be given to the possibility of using 6" lightweight aggregate
concrete deck slab composite with the steel gtringer beams and the concrete slab

to be topped with a 2" hot mix asphalt wearing surface, This lighter deck would save
considerable in the cost of the steel structure.

l RELOCATION OF SECYION OF ROUTE
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heet showing the schematic sketches of anticipated 1995 ADT volumes for
changes on Line ¢ and the sheet for the anticipated 1995 ADT volumes for
nterchanges on Line B show the high volume of traffic that would cross
iver on Line C compared with the volume that would cross the river on

B. This would be the case if the Arrigoni Bridge were an equal traffic
ity as the proposed new bridge.

& river crossing bridge is built on the alignment A & B and since the
ble capacity of the Arrigoni Bridge is estimated to be about 30,000 ADT,
05 practically the same volume of traffic would be using the proposed

e as would use the bridge on location C.

ajor consideration is to provide a high standard expressway from Route 6A
ddlefield to Route 2 in either Marlborough or Colchesgter so that combined
the capacity of the Arrigoni Bridge, suffiecient highway capacity across

iver in the Middletown-Portland area will accommodate at least 73,000 ADT

05 .

only about one mile farther via Route A or B than via Route C from the
~end of the Middletown ity business district and since the consideration
_be the difference between 143,500 and 30,500 or 13,000 ADT per day in
and assuming that the out-of-pocket cost to the vehicle owner is 5¢ per
this would amortize (over a pericd of 40 years at 4% interest) a capital
y of less than $5,000,000.

her words, from an economic standpoint, Line C could not be justified.

ne B were used the traffic on the Route 9 expressway between the south end
e Middletown business district and the propesed interchange near Randolph
would require the widening of that stretch of the existing expressway and
cost should be added to the Line B cost in comparing it with Line A.

er study of the volume of traffic and other impact should be made before
ing on Lipe A or Line B. Both Line A and Line B join and are one and
ame line from about Bartholomew Road in Middletown and across the

cticut River and for the full length in Portland. Since this report is
rily to establish the line of the bridge crossing the Connecticut River,
ince either Line A or B could be ultimately connected to the Bodkin Rock
ing, it is only necessary at this time to determine that either Line A
will be the recommended line over Idne C.

der for the Middletown-Portland area and the other area east of the
cticut River to keep pace with the economic development and growth of
emainder of the State, this facility esnd its approaches must be con-
ted at an early date.

 the State receives only a few million dollars a year from the Federal
mment to be matched equally by state funds for this classification of
?ays, and considering that the expressway section between the present
 6A in Middlefield and Route 9 in Middletown and the section from
- 6A in Portland and Route 2 4in Marlborough or Colchester has to be
_eted to make this facility operate as anticipated; and, furthermore,

;ihued)
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the needs for the large number of projects under consideration for the other
roads in this classification throughout the state, this means that for all
intents and purposes all the funds for this project must be state funds.

We recommend that the Arch Bridge, located on alignment A & B crossing the
river about 300' southeast of Bodkin Rock, be approved.

We recommend that the target date of 1975 for the completion of the con-
struction of this facility be adopted. This would allow two years for the
preliminary design of the bridge and establishing the location of the
highway, 2% vears for engineering design and acquiring rights of way, and
24 vears to perform the construction.

1967-1069 - biennium $400,000 for engineering.

1969-1971 - biennium $2,600,000 for R.0.W. and engineering.
1971-1973 - biennium $12,000,000.

1973-1975 - biennium $35,000,000 {plus an amount necessary

to widen the Route g expressway or bulld on
Line A).

Property for the reloecation of U.S. 64 should be acquired promptly. Vacant
land within the proposed right of way should be taken as soon as the line
has been Ffiled. OQccupied land should be taken on a program geared %o the
highway construction schedule, and in any case in advance of any building
expansion or other improvement of the property.

We wish to acknowledge the assistance generously given us by the Highway
Department Engineers and express our appreciation for thelr constructive
recommendations which have been most helpful to us.

Respectfully submitted,

NEWMAN E. ARGRAVES & ASSOCTATES

Yo €

Newvman B. Argraves

NEA:ac;lae
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LINE A

COMPARISON OF LINES

MERITS
LINE B

IINE C

IANE A

0.60 miles shorter between 1) 0.60 miles longer between
terminal points then ILine A terminal points than Line C.
and 0.80 miles shorter than B. :
2) Wakes out more industries
Displaces the lowest num- than Line B.
ber of commercial and in-
dustrial enterprises. 3) R.0.W. and construction costs
greater than Line B.
Total R.0.W. & construc-
tion costs are least. 4) Renders a local traffic
service less than Line C.
Ieast adverse R.0.W. Renders best traffic service
impact. for Middletown and Portland
business centers. 5)
a1t desirable from an Most desirable from an
thetics standpoint. esthetics standpolnt. 6)
ast adverse impact on Ieast adverse gmpact on
1lda life. wild life.
. . 7) Conforms only partly with
Conforms with recommendations recommendations of Technical
O? Technical Planning Asso- Pianning Association Report of
ciates of 1965 Plan of Develop- June 1965, Plan of Develop-
ment Ffor Portland & Middietown. ment ror éity Planning Com-
misgsion Middletown.
Advantageous for develop-
ment of selected industries
along expressway- 8) Does not conform with recommen-
dations of Pechnical Planning
Association Report of Develop-
ment for Portland 1965.
COMPARISON OF LINES
¥
Ece Fiiﬁzz** Cost {Thousands) dollars Impact
R.0.W. :
Ter. IBEGESt % Conestruction Commzr01al
. 5. fq g
Utllltles Conn. R. Br. | Other Total Dwellings Indusgtrial Miscellaneous
60 4,43 8,200 31,000 22,300 [61,500 232 14 1 church
60 3.35 3,500 31,000 15,500 150,000 43 7
03 3.85 16,000 4g, 000 27,000 77,000 260 30 2 schools

ﬁ?ance along feasible route from relocated 6A near
Middlefield to 1500' east of the intersection of the
uﬁg 6A and the proposed expressway alignment. in Portland.

COMPARISON OF LINES
DEMERITS

LINE B

0.80 miles longer than
Line C.

Renders a loecal traffic
service slightly less than
Iine A and less than Line C.

Does not conform with
recommendations of Tech-
nical Planning Associa-
tion Report of June 1965,
Plan of Development for
City Planning Commission
Middletown.

Doeg not conform with recom-
mendations of Technical Plan-
ning Association Report of

LINE C

Takes oul more industries
than Line A or B.

R.0.W. and construction costs
greater than Iine A or Line B,

Iess desirable from an esthetics
standpoint.

Will be most adverse from wild
life standpoint, especially
where it crosses the meadows.

Development for Portland 1965.

R.0.W. estimates were determined by referring to the assessed valuation

of various parcels of property along the proposed. alignments in the

local assessor's office, then a factor that we deemed appropriate was

[P T SR |
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ailing 05 reguirg i __éﬁ——'—__—
C‘russ?s‘lape 1-3'2 emp—————— T . Crass Stope V2712 Sub - oasg_j D "
e £ Moy L 1= o " Minimum =0 "Minkmum o
Sub-— base Cross Slope il —— ) ~T For FEarth Culs
il l /-0 Minimum =
2 H
T 5-0 For Deep Rock Culs
S For Fills
TR I VIV e W ATV AT /T s W2
, ’ NORMAL SECTION
or less
75'-0" Minimum_to Right_of Way Line _J 75 0" Min to_R. OW Line - /
Y. p———
Side Slopes and Euaisting Ground fo be Jandscapad N
[ ol
. - F k M
Median - 80 Minimum 36" Pavement Shoulder 150" Min. or Rock Cuts 8l
Cross Slope lo conform fo 8anks 05 shown on Cross Slape fo conferm 10 Bonks as shown on Average Cross Sbpe SEE NOTE 2.
gon Cross Seclion Yo i2 —-
2'-0"Min.| 1 150" #in. 2'- 0" i2- 0" i 20" ). 2o |, iz-0" 100" 140
1 b . Cross Slope 112
Averoge Crass Slepe 75 1€ . ot
/1s . - 4 opé % . . Poinf A%olicaﬁon Bank appies SEE pri 2l i-o
0 Point| of Application lof Grade Sank ‘?‘,,0 - Hfh;ge cable G‘U(tfed — Banﬁ applies of | Grade / hers
. ank opplies e Grling os required —- ere -
Three Cable Guide, Gank applies hare ,q?;%g,? c‘;?fi fﬂ,‘;’% ¢ / =" _
Railing os required here Cross Siope 1142
b -bose 20" T;’.g"
Bih.in} i %::}.-,; bCfancmre NOTES
Y; NATES
g g 1, In general, siope towords gulter where drainage is & ninor daralion.

T

u Minimum Cress Slope ot
otherwise centinue Roudway Cr

Sub-base

i
Yeross Stope 1:42

Standard Siope

Existing

Ground

Original Ground Surface

Earth Overbdurden

Spp-dase

Bituminous Concrele
Lip Curbing

—.

Siope away from gutter:(a) on high side of superafevated curves [&)wherg
droinoge /s o moyor considerafion,(c/where fcing conditions ore preve-
tent or (d}severe rock fall may occur.
2.7 'be i d a5 reck ! ] or 85 height of rock cuf increases.
370 be decreosed os rock compelence decreases or 05 height of rock cut Incraases.
4When rock is encountered in fhe field at on elevation fover than ﬂnh’cf}:qfsd
guring design the pidth of tho top shelf may be reduced from 20-0'fo
o minimum of 5-0

‘_ﬁ
e

20— 0 N
SEE NOTE 4.

For Rock Cuts Under 30' Depths
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APPENDIX

Route IS 61

Traffic Study for Relocation of Section of

CONNECTICUT RIVER BRIDGE



STATE OF CONNECTICUT

Putnam

;l ..... :Eaﬁ' [ . S .
} @ sores P : !
! .- i STATE HIGH“’AYDEF‘ARTMENT
E”: 2 WOLCOTT HILL ROAD .-+ PO, DRAWER A
WETHERSFIELD & CONNECTICUT 06109

In reply refer to Unit 402 7
November 23, 1966

Mr. Newman E. Argraves

Newman E. Argraves & Assoclates
95 River Street

Milford, Connectlcut

Themauton B

Hew Mitford

Dear Mr. Argravest

formation with respect to the relocation of
ne Connecticut River between Middletown and
hafore discussing the trip tables, to peint
to the traffic projecilons.

Enclosed is traffic in
the U.5. GA bridge across t
portland. 1t is important,
out various gualificatiens that apply

i
i
i
!
!
i

\@ aaueu)

The first condition concerns Figure 1 showing +he long range plan
of futwre Cennecticut exXpresswayse A1l of these have been intloded in
our simuiated networks for the year 2000. The relocatiocn af U.5. 6A
across the Connecticul River is the new bridge.
that has been applied in calculating the year

that the State population for the year 2000 is
je concerned with the futurs poputation

The second condition
2000 traffic is the fact

. AGIEPONT
T et 5.1 millicn people. Many peop
LK LONG RANGE PLAN of the State feel that this projection 1= somewhat low. At present,
S o further analysis is being made with respect te future population.
- e CONNECTICUT EXPRESSWAY NETWORK
EMEEIEY rroronss sonsren - CONMECTICUS KEGHWAY DEFRETMENT & third condition applied to this projection is the fact that the
BRAAQE (ncaon e iimenit siumais OF FIARNINS year 2000 population for Middletown is $2,300 and portland ts 25,100.
IS s s wormes e m i i T R .
s 1n our analysis of the traffic we are forwerding lo you we have
found that by far the greatest factor influencing the traffic on the
Figure ! proposed bridge is the assumption that U.5. 6A and Conn. 17, as pre-
viously discussed, aTe in the exprassway system.

Figure 2 is a map of Connectlcut which shows the areas that have
been grouped for the purpose of simplifying the trip metrices. Both

Middietown and portland are divided up into zones that cannot bhe shown

&)
i on this map but can be observed in Figure 3. The zone boundaries and
'y, numbers are delipeated in red cn Figure 3, Tawn houndary lines {shown
NP as deshed lines) alse indiceie zone boundaries.
Y
LK Table A is a two-way total trip matrix regardless of whether or
not the trips cross the Connecticut River in the Middletown - Portland

area. The top number represenis 1960 trlps and the bottom number re=

presents the year 2000 trips.

Connecticut River

[HARTLAND

I s e

S,

1 SHERMAN .-

NEW
FAIRFIELD, .-

OF ROUTE US 6A
MIDDLETOWN-PORTLAND

NEW HAVE
£AST HAVENL

TRAFFIC MATRIX AREAS
MIDDLE TOWN- PORTLAND

RIDGEPORT

for further explanation
and, therefore, are pre

£ind the information he
this office.

Enc.

CLINTON
WESTBROOK

Tables A and B are depen

-2 =

Table B is 2 trip matrix for the yesr 2000 which shows the t.vm-way
trips by area 3as outlined in Figures 2 and 3, crossing the propesad bridge

and the existing bridge.

If you feel that the explanations above are not sufficient to manip~
ulate the trafiic, a representative of your office should visit this office

I must reiterate that the traffic volumes in
dent on the three conditions previously mentioned

liminary and may be subject to change. T hope you
1pful and, 1f necessary, do not hesitate to contact
Vary truly yours,

Howard S. Ives
State Highway Commissioner
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TRAFFIC STUDY FOR RELOCATION oF ROUTE US 6A

F CONNECT|CUT RIVER IN STATE OF CONNECTICUT

QF CROSSINGS 0

ERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC

YR. 1960
OWN 412 1,343 1,568 15,709 | ¥R 2000
| ;
€0 272 169 {,564 YR 1960
"OWN 271 1,024 1,103 7,971 | YR 2000
2
120 537 136 1,254 vr.1960
TOWN 322 1,634 486 4,244 | YR 2000
= 3
g2 42! 286 2082] R 1980
TOWN 235 950 208 6,068 YR 2000
F 4 ]
37 206 177 7531 Yr.196C
TOWN 330| 1710 2,089 7,523 | ¥ z000
£ 5
&1 194 380 /,466 | va.1960
ETOWN 232 645 1,929 6,330 YR 2000
{E ©
46 124 213 },449| YR1960
ETOWN 252 556 1,403 6,174 | YR 2000
NE 7
. .?3 52 75 510 yr1960
| LETOWN 1,481 272 513 1,120 5,891 ] YR.2000
INE B \79 g0 {
” 83 9} 45 49 96 543 /,096 | YR.1960
LEFIELD 248 459 858 408 289 670 4311 8,478 | YR.2000
64 29 38/ 148 {,05! 285 210 337 02 3,641 | yR.1980
IDEN . | 190 526 943 },005 3,840 1,514 1,085 1,746] 5210 17,768 | YR 2000
5 ~ pow p” 103 914 118 82 106 {34 {,768 | R1960
LIN 226 gas| 282 gas| 4298 780 453| e70] B899 | 9,800] ¥R2000
p L 619 106 109 9/ 217 162 2,905 YR1e6c
MWELL aon ées?s 946 724 418 g9l | 1.144 | 12,862 | YR.2000
e 1,828 ge?| 2.388) 3187 40,811 | 50,895 1R1980
P AREA 18 636 8,551 3,992 5,203 8,421 142,824 ] YR 2000
268 267 555| 1,522 4,486 | YR1960
o AREA 19 S‘Té 3,575 | 2,240 3,028 8,503 | 33,271 | YR 2000
- 4,734 1,220 1,225 1,373 YR.1960
AP AREA 20 3-1542_’, 23,814 | 7,872) 6,983 8,056 YR, 2000
1
. 26,011 _ 7,521 {1,221 YR. 1960
AP AREA 23 ;‘03 80,853 23,197 | 3,804 R, 2000

a51] h1er| 7,521 5,34/ | 15,210 | yRise0
q4 38 ﬂmﬁ“ 19,054 YR. 2000
694 560
Y q00| h221| 5411 7,748 «ruse0
31 18 E 668 1835 3,804| 19,054 22226 | YR 2000
46,887 73,135

AAP AREA 24

MAP AREA 25
. YR. 1960
YR, 2000

TOTAL

TABLE B

MIDD!.ET.OWN
MIDDLEFIELD
MERIDEN
BERLIN

CROMWELL

MAP AREA 18

MAP AREA 19
MAP AREA 20
MAP AREA 2!
MAP
MAP AREA 24

MAP AREA 25

TOTAL

AREA 23

TRAFFIC STUDY FOR RELO

PROJECTED TWO WAY AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC FOR YEAR 2000

CATION OF ROUTE US 6A

Proposed Relocation of Routé us 6A Route US 6A(Present) \
>
S & Y i a & &
Q S .
[»] < ki T a3 T ~/ O
o/ &)/ &/E/E/)F)E/8 $
~ a L A N v ¥ A N N 5
£/s/)5/8/)8/)F s/ 8/ 8 & g
Q Iy & kY ¥ ¥ T & S Q &L
10,072°| 2,827 3,480 | 4,843 3,008 927 441 o | 25,407 11,440 36,047
a2z | 287 373 | 444 363 207 45 0 2,542 459 3,001
] . ____________________________.__._.___________
1,716 709 587 0 1,102 788 131 0 5,033 243 5,976
459 282 e} 0 304 324 50 0 1,419 1,071 2,490
- i s _____._—-—’ ____.——-—____————__d._—-—__d.——-—_____———'_____—————‘____._———'
1,205 474 219 o} 419 286 75 0 2,738 3,356 6,094
_____—,___—_Tﬁ__ﬂﬂ__.__._,____d______,__,_._.___.______.______-
762 | 1,083 703 0 2,225 716 234 0 6,703 905 7,608
PR DR
1,302 831 495 o] 1,912 1,056 369 -0 5,965 737 6,702
| IR [ R
184 | 1,24 0 o 0 2,526 409 o 5,340 4,184 9,52|
__________________,____________.______ IR
0 o) 0 o 0 0 o 0 o 49 49
___.______________—____._-______.______.._._.__.___.___._.___._-
3l o] 135 563 o] o] a] 0 729 30 759
____._—-____.—u—___—-—___.—-—___—-—___———____———____-—___.———-—V e
786 158 555 | 2,129 86 0 0 g5 | 3,809 538 4,347
1,049 461 626 4,659 610 5,269
20,369 | 833 7,242 64,344 24,319 88,663

RELOCATION OF SECTION OF ROUTE US 64
MIDOLETOWN VIC. OF ROUTE 9 70 US6A IN PORTLARND

TRAFFIC STUDY

AN E. ARGRA/ES 8 ASSOC. ‘ SCALE: Nene
caawN BY: PCI
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TRAFFIC STUDY FOR RELOCATION OF ROUTE US 6A

BRIOGEPORT

COMPUTER NUMBERS FOR ZONES
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MIDDLETOWN-PORTLAND BRIDGE
[ Middiesex County K /2073 18982
Routes US 64 & Conn. 17

Hartford Telland Windham
County County County
446

I Thru Trips I-<47

I 1
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1 _é 1
- o |
Fairfield New Haven b New London
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TRAFFIC STUDY FOR RELOCATION OF ROUTE US 6A
1960 AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC

FROM ROADSIDE ORIGIN & DESTINATION COUNT (1963)

TRAFFIC STUDY FOR RELOCATION OF ROUTE US 6A
GROWTH RATE STATISTICS

AVERAGE POPULATION 'TAXABLE MOTOR VEHICLES
DAILY
YEAR TRAFFIC MIDDLETOWN  PORTLAND MIDDLETOWN . PORTLAND
1947 8,300
1949 10,400
1950 11,300 20,711 5,86 8,512 2,076
1951 12,300
1953 16,000 6% Year 5% Year 4.5% Year T.9% Year
1955 20,800
1960 19,000 33,250 7,800 12,337 3,718
[962 19,200
196 4 20,000




